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STAFF'S NOTICE OF ERRATA

10

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
TRICO ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, INC., AN
ARIZONA NONPROFIT CORPORATION,
FOR A DETERMINATION OF THE
CURRENT FAIR VALUE OF ITS UTILITY
PLANT AND PROPERTY AND FOR
INCREASES IN ITS RATES AND CHARGES
FOR UTILITY SERVICE AND FOR
RELATED APPROVALS.
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12 On August 15, 2016, Arizona Corporation Commission ("Commission") Staff filed Reply

13 Testimony in Support of the Settlement Agreement of Terri L. Ford and Ranelle Paladino. Staff has

14  s ince discover ed tha t  a  t ypogr a phica l  er r or  wa s  ma de on pa ge 4  of  Ms .  For d' s  t es t imony.

15 Specifically, at lines 11 and 12 of page 4, the following sentence, "In that next case, the Commission

16 could also decide to leave the demand change at $l0.00" should be changed to read "In that next

17 case, the Commission could also decide to leave the demand charge at $0.00 per kW."

18 Staff has attached a revised page 4 which should replace the page 4 in Ms. Ford's Reply

19 Testimony filed on August 15, 2016. Staff apologizes for  any inconvenience to the ALJ and the

20 par t ies .
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RES P ECTFULLY S UBMITTED this  16th  ugly of august, 2016.
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U
Maureen A. S'6ott, Senior Staff Counsel
Matthew Laudone, Attorney
Charles H. Hains, Attorney
Legal Division
Arizona Corporation Commission
1200 West Washington Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85007
(602) 542-3402
1nscQtt@az9c.gov
m1_audone@azcp.gov
chains@azcc.gov
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On this  16th day of August, 2016, the  foregoing document was filed with Docke t Control as  a
Utilitie s  Divis ion Notice  of Err_a ta , and copies  of the  foregoing were  mailed on beha lf of the lltilitie s
Divis ion to the  following who have  not consented to email se rvice . On this  da tes  or as  soon as
poss ible  the rea fte r, the  Commiss ion's  eDocke t program will automatica lly ema il a  link to the
foregoing to the  following who have  consented to email se rvice .
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Ke vin C. Higgins , P rincipa l
Ene rgy S tra tegie s , LLC
215 South State  Street, Suite  200
Sa lt Lake  City, Utah 84111

6

7

8

Michae l W. Pa tten
Jason D. Gellman
S ne ll & Wilme r, LLP
400 East Van Buren Street
Phoenix, Arizona  85004
Attorne ys  for Trico Ele ctric Coope ra tive , Inc.
mpa tten@swlaw.com
jhowa rd@swla w.com
docke t@swlaw.com
Cons ented to Service  by Email

9

Court S . Rich
Rose  Law Group, PC
7144 East Ste tson Drive , Suite  300
Scottsda le , Arizona  85251
Attorne y for EFCA

hs1aughter@rose1awgroup.com
Cgns egted _to Sgrvicgby 2ma4
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11

Vince nt Nitido
CEO/Genera l Manger
Trico Ele ctric Coope ra tive , Inc.
8600 West Tangerine  Road
Ma rina , Arizona  85658

12

Janice  Alward, Chie f Counse l
Le ga l Divis ion
Arizona  Corpora tion Commiss ion
1200 W. Washington
P hoe nix, Arizona  85007

13

14

Robert B. Hall
4809 W. Pier Mountain Place
Maraca, Arizona 85658
So4\r_l§ob@,msn.cQm
Intervenor
Qongentgd to Seyviqe by Email

15

Thomas  Brode rick, Director
Utilitie s  Divis ion
Arizona  Corpora tion Commiss ion
1200 W. Washington St.
P hoe nix, Arizona  85007
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18

Charles Wesselhoft
De puty County Attorne y
P ima  County Attolne y's  Office
32 N. Stone  Avenue, Suite  2100
Tucson, Arizona  85701

@Qcao_.pin;a.gov
Q0x§en;ed_to §ergice_by Email

Be linda  Ma rtin, Adminis tra tive  La w Judge
Arizona  Corpora tion Commiss ion
1200 West Washington Street
Phoenix, Arizona  85007
He a ringDivis ion@a zcc.gov
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20
By

21
Assis tant to Maureen A. Scott
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C. Webb Crocke tt
Pa trick J . Black
Fennemore  Cra ig, P .C.
2394 East Camelback Road, Suite  600
Phoenix, Arizona  85016-3429
Attorneys  for Freeport Mine ra ls  Corpora tion

And AECC
23

24

25

26

27

28

2



Settlement Reply Testimony of Terri L. Ford
Docket No. E-01461A-15-0_63
Page 4
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Mr. Quinn attempts to make comparisons with Me UNSE case. Do you believe Mr.

Quinn's comparisons in this regard are accurate?

3 A.
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1 0

1 1

1 2

I be lie ve  dirt Mr. Quilm's  compa ris on fa ils  to  re cognize  s e ve ra l importa nt d iffe re nce s

be tween the  two ca s e s . Firs t, the  demand component in Trico's  ca s e  will be  ze ro ($0.00 pe r

kw) until the  ne xt ra te  ca s e  is  re s olve d. S e cond during this  time , the  S e ttle me nt Agre e me nt

provide s  for a  le ngthy e duca tiona l ca mpa ign be fore  a ny form of de ma nd ra te s  would go

into e ffe ct. The  ne e d for a n e xte nde d e duca tiona l progra m wa s  dis cus s e d a t the  re ce nt

Ope n Me e ting on UNS E a nd is  cons is te nt with the  guida nce  provide d by the  Commis s ion

a t tha t Ope n Me e ting on the  imple me nta tion of de ma nd ra te s . In this  ca s e , if de ma nd ra te s

a re  a dopte d in  Trico 's  ne xt ra te , the y would be  no highe r tha n a  mode s t $2.00 pe r kw,

purs ua nt to S e ction 12.2 of the  S e ttle me nt Agre e me nt. In tha t ne xt ca s e , the  Commis s ion

could a lso decide  to leave  the  demand charge  a t $0.00 per kw.

1 3

1 4 • What else does Mr. Quinn's comparison fail to reflect?

1 5 I be lie ve  tha t Mr. Quinn's com pa ris on a ls o fails to take into account Section 12.4 of the

16 Settlement Agreement. That Section provides:
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The  S igna torie s  re cognize  tha t the  ultima te  s ucce s s  of a  thre e -pa rt ra te  will be
de pe nde nt upon the  s ucce s s  of Trico's  e duca tiona l progra ms  a nd its  a bility to
he lp cus tomers  naviga te  through the  technologica l options  tha t a re  ava ilable  to
a s s is t the m in controlling the ir de ma nd a nd e ne rgy us a ge . The  S igna torie s
re cognize  tha t a lte rna tive  options  ma y ne e d to be  cons ide re d in the  ne xt ra te
case.
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Thus, as I stated in my Direct Testimony M Support of the Settlement Agreement, the

Signatories expressly recognize that because the level of customer acceptance at the time of

Trico's next rate case is impossible to .determine now, alternative options may need to be

28 cons ide re d in die  ne xt ra te  ca se .
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